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Applicant's Response 

In the applicant's response for application 11/082,700 dated 6/12/2008, the applicant 
added new Claims 8-13; and cancelled Claims 1-7; and argued against all the 
rejections and objections. 

The rejections set forth under 35 USC 103(a) for Claims 1-7 are withdrawn because the 
applicant cancelled the claims. 

The rejections set forth under Provisional Non-Statutory Double Patenting for Claims 1- 
5 and 7 are withdrawn because the applicant amended the claims to overcome the 
rejections. 

Claims 8-13 are currently pending and have been considered below. Claim 8 is the 
independent claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claims contain subject matter 
which was not described in the Specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
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one skilled in the relevant art that the inventors, at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 
Claims 8-13: 

Claim 8 recites the limitation "receiving, at the grid manager, in response to the 
first query, resources of the inferior grid managers that meet the resource requirement 
and are available, the resources including ADDRESSES of the inferior grid 
managers " [emphasis added] (see Lines 8-11). There is no mention in the original 
Specification of "receiving," at the grid manager, "resources" that include addresses of 
the inferior grid mangers. While the Specification does disclose "inferior" grid mangers 
sending lists of resources meeting the "resource requirements" to a "superior" grid 
manager (see Page 6, Lines 26-30), the Specification says nothing about those lists of 
"resources" including addresses of the inferior grid managers. 

Rather, the Specification simply mentions the "superior" grid manager sending 
the lists "along with addresses of their corresponding ["inferior"] grid managers" (see 
Page 7, Lines 10-12). The Specification does not state that the "lists" sent from the 
"inferior" grid managers and received at the "superior" grid manager includes addresses 
of the "inferior" grid managers. 

Because Claims 9-13 depend upon Claim 8, these claims have the same 
problem. 

If the examiner has overlooked the portion of the original Specification that 
describes this feature of the present invention, then Applicant should point it out (by 
page number and line number) in the response to this Office Action. 
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Applicant may obviate these rejections by canceling the claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mitchell et 

al (US 6,628,304; Patent Issue Date: Sep 30, 2003; Patent Filing Date: Dec 9, 1998; 

Prior Publication (US 2002/0113816) Date: Aug 22, 2002) in view of IBM Redbooks 

(Reference U - "Fundamentals of Grid Computing"; Copyright Nov 2002; hereafter 

IBM). 



Claim 8: 

Mitchell discloses a computer-implemented method of sharing resources, the 
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method comprising: receiving, at a network manager, a resource requirement 
from an application manager; (Fig 2; Col 12, lines 29-61 -> Mitchell discloses 
"receiving, at a network manager, a resource requirement from an application manager" 
in that the network management software queries actual data communication and 
computer devices.) 

sending a first query from the network manager to inferior network managers that 
are inferior to the network manager, the first query including the resource 
requirement; (Fig 3 - 6; Col 12, lines 29-61 -» Mitchell discloses "sending a first query 
from the grid manager to inferior grid managers that are inferior to the grid manager, the 
first query including the resource requirement" in that the network management 
software queries actual data communication and computer devices. The hierarchical 
GUI in Figs 3-6 discloses inferior and superior nodes that represent objects in a 
network.) 

receiving, at the network manager, in response to the first query, resources of the 
inferior network managers that meet the resource requirement and are available, 
the resources including addresses of the inferior network managers; (Fig 3 - 6; 
Col 12, lines 29-61 ->• Mitchell discloses "receiving, at the grid manager, in response to 
the first query, resources of the inferior grid managers that meet the resource 
requirement and are available, the resources including addresses of the inferior grid 
managers" in that the network management software queries actual data 
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communication and computer devices. The information communicated includes status 
information and therefore the addresses are included. The hierarchical GUI in Figs 3-6 
discloses inferior and superior nodes that represent objects in a network.) 

adding the resources of the inferior network managers to a resource list; (Fig 3 - 
6; Col 12, lines 29-61 -> Mitchell discloses "adding the resources of the inferior network 
managers to a resource list" in that the network management software queries actual 
data communication and computer devices. The information communicated includes 
status information and therefore the addresses are included. The hierarchical GUI in 
Figs 3-6 discloses inferior and superior nodes that represent objects in a network. The 
information is stored in a stack or queue in the memory which is functionally equivalent 
to a list.) 

and sending the resource list from the grid manager to the application manager. 

(Fig 3 - 6; Col 12, lines 29-61 -> Mitchell discloses "sending the resource list from the 
grid manager to the application manager" in that the network management software 
queries actual data communication and computer devices. The information 
communicated includes status information and therefore the addresses are included. 
The hierarchical GUI in Figs 3-6 discloses inferior and superior nodes that represent 
objects in a network.) 
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Mitchell does not appear to explicitly disclose hierarchical structured network and nodes 
as grid nodes, and networks and managers as grid networks and grid managers, 
computer applications as computer grid applications and a network layout as a 
computer grid layout. 

IBM discloses hierarchical structured network and nodes as grid nodes, and networks 
and managers as grid networks and grid managers, computer applications as 
computer grid applications and a network layout as a computer grid layout and 
resource requirements, (pgs 4-25 -> IBM discloses a system with the nodes that are 
used in a grid computing network. The nodes can represent clients, servers, and other 
components of a network system. IBM discloses "resource requirements" in that grid 
management system delegate tasks and multiple applications throughout the system.) 

Mitchell and IBM are analogous art because they are from the same field of endeavor of 
networking. 

At they time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, having the teachings of Mitchell and IBM before him or her, to incorporate a 
hierarchical GUI that contains servers and other computes together in a network 
environment, as disclosed by Mitchell, with grid computing system, as disclosed by IBM. 
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Since grid network is a type of computer network, the motivation for doing so would 
have been to allow a user to view a network on a GUI. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine IBM with Mitchell to obtain the 
invention as specified in the instant claim. 

Claim 9: 

Claim 9 corresponds to Claim 8. 
Claim 10: 

Mitchell and IBM disclose the limitations of Claim 8. 

Mitchell discloses determining whether the resource list is empty; (Fig 3 - 6; Col 12, 
lines 29-61 -» Mitchell discloses "determining whether the resource list is empty" in that 
the network management software queries actual data communication and computer 
devices. The information communicated includes status information and determines if 
there is a null value.) 

and if the resource list is empty, sending a second query to superior network 
managers that are superior to the network manager, the second query including 
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the resource requirement. (Fig 3 - 6; Col 12, lines 29-61 ->■ Mitchell discloses "if the 
resource list is empty, sending a second query to superior network managers that are 
superior to the network manager, the second query including the resource requirement" 
in that the network management software queries actual data communication and 
computer devices. The hierarchical GUI in Figs 3-6 discloses inferior and superior 
nodes that represent objects in a network.) 

Mitchell does not appear to explicitly disclose hierarchical structured network and nodes 
as grid nodes, and networks and managers as grid networks and grid managers, 
computer applications as computer grid applications and a network layout as a 
computer grid layout. 

IBM discloses hierarchical structured network and nodes as grid nodes, and networks 
and managers as grid networks and grid managers, computer applications as 
computer grid applications and a network layout as a computer grid layout and 
resource requirements, (pgs 4-25 -» IBM discloses a system with the nodes that are 
used in a grid computing network. The nodes can represent clients, servers, and other 
components of a network system. IBM discloses "resource requirements" in that grid 
management system delegate tasks and multiple applications throughout the system.) 
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Mitchell and IBM are analogous art because they are from the same field of endeavor of 
networking. 

At they time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, having the teachings of Mitchell and IBM before him or her, to incorporate a 
hierarchical GUI that contains servers and other computes together in a network 
environment, as disclosed by Mitchell, with grid computing system, as disclosed by IBM. 

Since grid network is a type of computer network, the motivation for doing so would 
have been to allow a user to view a network on a GUI. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine IBM with Mitchell to obtain the 
invention as specified in the instant claim. 

Claim 11: 

Mitchell and IBM disclose the limitations of Claim 8. 

Mitchell discloses receiving a resource reservation request from the application 
manager, the resource reservation request including a requested resource; 
determining whether the requested resource is available; and if the requested 
resource is available, then allocating the requested resource to the application 
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manager and sending a reservation number to the application manager. (Fig 2 - 6; 
Col 12, lines 29-61 ->• Mitchell discloses "if the resource list is empty, sending a second 
query to superior network managers that are superior to the network manager, the 
second query including the resource requirement" in that the network management 
software queries actual data communication and computer devices. The hierarchical 
GUI in Figs 3-6 discloses inferior and superior nodes that represent objects in a 
network. The information communicated includes status information and therefore the 
addresses are included. The examiner notes that the limitation discloses standard 
communication between objects (servers, clients, devices, etc) in a network.) 

Mitchell does not appear to explicitly disclose hierarchical structured network and nodes 
as grid nodes, and networks and managers as grid networks and grid managers, 
computer applications as computer grid applications and a network layout as a 
computer grid layout. 

IBM discloses hierarchical structured network and nodes as grid nodes, and networks 
and managers as grid networks and grid managers, computer applications as 
computer grid applications and a network layout as a computer grid layout and 
resource requirements, (pgs 4-25 IBM discloses a system with the nodes that are 
used in a grid computing network. The nodes can represent clients, servers, and other 
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components of a network system. IBM discloses "resource requirements" in that grid 
management system delegate tasks and multiple applications throughout the system.) 



Mitchell and IBM are analogous art because they are from the same field of endeavor of 
networking. 

At they time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, having the teachings of Mitchell and IBM before him or her, to incorporate a 
hierarchical GUI that contains servers and other computes together in a network 
environment, as disclosed by Mitchell, with grid computing system, as disclosed by IBM. 

Since grid network is a type of computer network, the motivation for doing so would 
have been to allow a user to view a network on a GUI. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine IBM with Mitchell to obtain the 
invention as specified in the instant claim. 



Claim 12: 

Mitchell and IBM disclose the limitations of Claim 1 1 . 
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Mitchell discloses receiving an application file from the application manager; and 
installing an application server using the application file, the application server 
utilizing the requested resource. (Col 18, lines 27-38 -> Mitchell discloses "receiving 
an application file from the application manager; and installing an application server 
using the application file, the application server utilizing the requested resource" in that 
programs may access database hierarchically and the data may be transmitted to 
another computer system, thus installing the necessary software. The information 
communicated includes status information and therefore the addresses are included.) 

Mitchell does not appear to explicitly disclose hierarchical structured network and nodes 
as grid nodes, and networks and managers as grid networks and grid managers, 
computer applications as computer grid applications and a network layout as a 
computer grid layout. 

IBM discloses hierarchical structured network and nodes as grid nodes, and networks 
and managers as grid networks and grid managers, computer applications as 
computer grid applications and a network layout as a computer grid layout and 
resource requirements, (pgs 4-25 -» IBM discloses a system with the nodes that are 
used in a grid computing network. The nodes can represent clients, servers, and other 
components of a network system. IBM discloses "resource requirements" in that grid 
management system delegate tasks and multiple applications throughout the system.) 
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Mitchell and IBM are analogous art because they are from the same field of endeavor of 
networking. 

At they time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, having the teachings of Mitchell and IBM before him or her, to incorporate a 
hierarchical GUI that contains servers and other computes together in a network 
environment, as disclosed by Mitchell, with grid computing system, as disclosed by IBM. 

Since grid network is a type of computer network, the motivation for doing so would 
have been to allow a user to view a network on a GUI. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine IBM with Mitchell to obtain the 
invention as specified in the instant claim. 

Claims 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mitchell et 
al (US 6,628,304; Patent Issue Date: Sep 30, 2003; Patent Filing Date: Dec 9, 1998; 
Prior Publication (US 2002/0113816) Date: Aug 22, 2002) in view of IBM Redbooks 
(Reference U - "Fundamentals of Grid Computing"; Copyright Nov 2002; hereafter IBM) 
in further view of Arning et al (US 2001/0054034; PG Pub Date: Dec 20, 2001; Patent 
Filing Date: May 4, 2000; hereafter Arning). 
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Claim 13: 

Mitchell and IBM disclose the limitations of Claim 8. 

Mitchell discloses a hierarchical GUI landscape with inferior and superior objects on a 
network management system. (Figs 3-6) 



Mitchell does not appear to explicitly disclose hierarchical structured network and nodes 
as grid nodes, and networks and managers as grid networks and grid managers, 
computer applications as computer grid applications and a network layout as a 
computer grid layout. 

IBM discloses hierarchical structured network and nodes as grid nodes, and networks 
and managers as grid networks and grid managers, computer applications as 
computer grid applications and a network layout as a computer grid layout and 
resource requirements and a network landscape as a grid landscape, (pgs 4-25 -» 
IBM discloses a system with the nodes that are used in a grid computing network. The 
nodes can represent clients, servers, and other components of a network system. IBM 
discloses "resource requirements" in that grid management system delegate tasks and 
multiple applications throughout the system.) 

Mitchell and IBM do not appear to explicitly disclose displaying a matrix representing 
a landscape on a display device, the matrix comprising: rows representing the 
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inferior objects and superior objects, the rows being arranged in a tree structure 
based on hierarchical relationships among the objects, the inferior objects, and 
the superior objects; and columns representing the object, the inferior objects, 
and the superior objects. 

Arning discloses displaying a matrix representing a landscape on a display device, 
the matrix comprising: rows representing the inferior objects and superior 
objects, the rows being arranged in a tree structure based on hierarchical 
relationships among the objects, the inferior objects, and the superior objects; 
and columns representing the object, the inferior objects, and the superior 
objects. (Figs 3-7 -> Arning discloses this limitation in that a 3D hierarchical matrix 
structure is used to represent relationship between different objects.) 

Mitchell, Arning, and IBM are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
endeavor of networking. 

At they time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, having the teachings of Mitchell and IBM before him or her, to incorporate a 
hierarchical GUI that contains servers and other computes together in a network 
environment, as disclosed by Mitchell, with grid computing system, as disclosed by IBM, 
and with a 3D matrix mapping system, as disclosed by Arning. 
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Since grid network is a type of computer network, the motivation for doing so would 
have been to allow a user to view a network on a GUI. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Arning and IBM with Mitchell to 
obtain the invention as specified in the instant claim. 

Response to Arguments 

Claims (8-13) Rejected under 35 USC 103(a): 

The applicant argues that Vaid et al (US 2004/0268147) does not disclose the 
limitations of Claim 8. Applicant's arguments, see pages 5-7, filed 7/23/2008, with 
respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 8-1 3 under 35 USC 1 03(a) have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Mitchell in view of IBM Redbooks. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SOUMYA DASGUPTA whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7432. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 9am-7pm, F 9am- 
1pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug Hutton can be reached on 571-272-4137. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

SD 

/(Doug Mutton/ 
Doug Hutton 
Supervisory Primary Examiner 
Technology Center 2100 



